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is a question of administration in the sense that the executors are
bound to get in the -whole of the estate of their testatrix and as
soon as they found that apparently part of her estate consisted of
these shares and this money they were bound to endeavour to get
it in and the question whether or not they can rightly claim it from
the person who was in possession at the death is one to some extent,
at any rate, of administration and in my judgment must be decided
by English law, subject only to this; it being necessary according
to English law that there should be an effective parting with
dominion over the property, that which is said to constitute the
parting with dominion must be an act which would be effective in the
place where the property is situate according to the law of that place.
As I understand the evidence there is nothing whatever which pre-
vents what was done being a sufficient parting with dominion.

I agree with Hdlendall in submitting that there was no
justification for limiting the reference to the law of Monaco
Bo the single question whether there was "an effective parting
with dominion over the property." Resort should have been
had to that law with regard to the whole question whether the
alleged gift was valid. On the evidence as to that law it would
appear that no valid gift was made.

the lex rei sitae for the purpose of ascertaining whether the son
acquired a proprietary interest inter vivos.   As I have attempted in
earlier chapters, mentioned in note  (e), to justify my theory, any
further discussion by me here would be mere repetition.
(g)  [1937] Ch. 423, at pp. 429, 430.